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A FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 

SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed 
without amendment a bill of the House 
of the following titles: 

H.R. 5005. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2004, for additional dis-
aster assistance. 

f 

MAJOR TOPICS IN THIS FALL’S 
ELECTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, there 
seem to be three major topics which 
will be determining factors in this 
fall’s elections, and these are: the con-
flict in the Middle East, the economy, 
and values in cultural issues. I will at-
tempt tonight to discuss each one of 
these areas, hopefully in a somewhat 
accurate, factual, and dispassionate 
manner. I will start with the situation 
in the Middle East. 

One thing that we often notice as we 
watch the nightly news is relatively 
little discussion of Afghanistan; and by 
almost any measure, Afghanistan has 
been a major success. The Taliban has 
been removed from power, the Soviet 
Union left Afghanistan after several 
years of war, unable to conquer the 
Taliban; and we took them out in a 
matter of weeks with a loss of roughly 
100 troops. The terrorist training 
camps have been destroyed. Terrorist 
funding in Afghanistan has been large-
ly disrupted, and the terrorist leader-
ship has been rendered largely ineffec-
tive throughout that whole country, 
which is roughly the size of Texas. The 
country is reasonably stable and has 
been stabilized with a very small coali-
tion force of approximately 15,000 
troops, again in a country the size of 
Texas. 

This is a remarkable achievement. 
The Loyal Jurga, the constitutional 
convention, has been accomplished. 
Even with all of the rival warlords and 
tribal factions, they did come up with 
a constitution that is pro-democracy 
and seems to represent all factions 
within the country. So it was a re-
markable achievement. 

Karzai is certainly a very effective 
leader. They will have general elec-
tions on October 9, and certainly 
Karzai will have some opposition. But 
if he is elected, and I think that he will 
be, we will have a very powerful ally. 
And I think most people would have to 
say that this was an almost unheard of 
accomplishment in a period of a little 
over a year and a half. So Afghanistan 
has been a truly amazing accomplish-
ment and one that I think that we can 
be very pleased with. 

There are still some negatives there. 
There still is somewhat of an opium 

crop, and that has to be dealt with. A 
few hundred Taliban and al Qaeda 
forces are still active, but most have 
been driven back into the mountains. 

Iraq, of course, is another subject; 
and we have heard that discussed by 
two or three other speakers on the 
House floor this evening. There is no 
question that there is a great deal of 
controversy about weapons of mass de-
struction, and there is no question that 
some of the intelligence that we have 
received regarding weapons of mass de-
struction has not been accurate. 

I would say that most of the Mem-
bers of this House at one time or an-
other were invited over to the Pen-
tagon, and we went over in groups of 10 
or 15 or 20 or 30, and we were shown 
aerial reconnaissance photos of Iraq. 
Most of these were satellite photos. 
They were remarkably clear. You could 
read a license plate from outerspace 
because of the clarity. We were told, 
and I believe that the people giving us 
the briefing absolutely believed what 
they were saying, that this building 
here was where anthrax was being cre-
ated, this was where foot and mouth 
disease was being experimented with, 
these trucks were going here, and these 
ammunition dumps were here and so 
on. 

The problem was that our intel-
ligence on the ground was very ineffec-
tive. We were relying heavily upon 
Iraqis for our information, and many of 
those Iraqis had an axe to grind. They 
wanted to get rid of Saddam Hussein; 
and, therefore, whether they delib-
erately did it or not, I do not know, but 
obviously some of the information that 
we received was not very accurate. So 
this has been certainly a major con-
cern. 

However, Great Britain, the Soviet 
Union, and most U.N. countries had 
very similar intelligence, and that is 
why we had 17 United Nations resolu-
tions based on the assumption that 
Iraq had weapons of mass destruction. 
So this was certainly not a miscalcula-
tion that was done by the United 
States alone. 

One of the main difficulties that we 
had was that intelligence spending in 
our country was cut during the 1990s; 
and, as a result, the expenditures on in-
telligence were roughly cut in half, and 
that certainly reduced our capabilities. 
So there is plenty of blame to go 
around, and many people have been 
busy pointing the finger over the last 
several months. However, the key issue 
at this point is not what happened in 
the past, but where do we go from here. 

While I was in the Middle East, I had 
a conversation with a young captain 
from Nebraska, my home State, and 
this young man’s name was Christ 
Ferdico; and he said two things that 
made sense to me. First of all, he said, 
you know, it is better that we fighter 
terrorists here in the Middle East than 
fight them in the United States. So he 
was saying that by being on offense, we 
have occupied the terrorists’ attention 
and resources, and there is no question 

that we have. Some people have said 
we have made the world a more dan-
gerous place. But, obviously, the finan-
cial resources, the military resources, 
a lot of the planning has been diverted 
from this country and other countries 
to the conflict in the Middle East, so 
we have not had an attack in this 
country since 9/11. It does not mean we 
will never have another attack, but it 
certainly means that we have, to some 
degree, diverted some of the attention 
from this country. 

The second thing this young man 
said to me which I found to be inter-
esting and I believe to be true, he said, 
I hope the American people do not lose 
patience. We tend to be a very impa-
tient Nation. We want our problems 
solved yesterday. We sometimes do not 
want to pay a very great price to 
achieve something. And so the impa-
tience of the American people cer-
tainly is a concern. Again, we heard 
some of that debate earlier from some 
of the other speakers. 

We have lost at this point approxi-
mately 1,000 soldiers in Iraq. One is too 
many, and every one of those soldiers 
from my district that have been lost I 
have attempted to call their wives, 
their husbands, their parents and talk 
to them personally. It has been very in-
teresting because I thought at some 
point I would run into bitterness or run 
into acrimony. Certainly there was sor-
row, but there was also pride in every 
one of those phone calls. Every one of 
those families said, you know he really 
believed or she really believed in what 
he or she was doing. They were really 
proud of the effort, and we are very 
proud of them and their willingness to 
sacrifice. 

In the Civil War, Mr. Speaker, we 
lost roughly 400,000 troops. At Antie-
tam it was 20,000 in one day. During 
World War II there were approximately 
450,000 soldiers who died. In Korea, 
roughly 50,000. In Vietnam, 60,000. In 
those two conflicts we really do not 
have much to show in any way by way 
of accomplishment. That is not true 
with this particular conflict that we 
are involved in today. 

So, again, I do not want to in any 
way minimize the sacrifice of those 
1,000 soldiers; but it is important his-
torically to keep this in perspective in 
terms of what has been accomplished 
and in terms of the loss of life, which 
has been relatively small when you 
look at all of the wars that have been 
fought over the history of our Nation. 

A few months ago, I talked to sol-
diers in Afghanistan, in Kuwait, and in 
Iraq. We visited the hospital in 
Ramstein, Germany, Landstahl, where 
most all of the casualties, the seriously 
injured troops from the Middle East 
were taken, and then more recently 
here at Walter Reed. I was really 
amazed at how positive they were. 
Some had been seriously injured. Some 
had even lost limbs, arms or legs. The 
prevailing sentiment was that they 
wanted to get back to their units. 

Now, many of them would not be able 
to do that. And I thought at some point 
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I would run into somebody in all those 
travels that would tell me, you know, 
this was a terrible mistake. We should 
not have done this. I do not know why 
you put us over there. That did not 
happen. So there seems to be a great 
deal of pride and a great sense of mis-
sion on the part of these young people. 

So some might pose the question: 
Well, why would they feel that way? 
Has anything good happened? We 
talked a little about Afghanistan; but 
in Iraq, for instance, more than 20,000 
reconstruction projects have been com-
pleted and a great many of them have 
been with the aid of our troops. Crude 
oil exports are estimated to be $8 bil-
lion worth of exports in 2004, which 
would be approximately prewar or 
maybe even exceeding prewar levels. 

The average household income in 
Iraq has doubled over the last 8 
months. Most Iraqis feel very good and 
very confident about their economic 
future. Businesses are springing up 
where normally there was no free en-
terprise at all previously. Today, there 
are more than 1 million automobiles 
more in Iraq than before the war. We 
have cleared roughly 17,000 kilometers 
of waterways for irrigation in 2003. 
Thirty to forty percent of the marshes 
drained by Saddam are now restored. 

In the health care area, 85 percent of 
the children have been immunized. 
Most of them had never been immu-
nized previously in their lifetime. All 
240 hospitals in Iraq are now open and 
functioning. There are 1,200 clinics in 
operation, and 30 times more money is 
being spent in Iraq today on health 
care than under Saddam. His people 
had abysmal health care under his re-
gime. 

As far as education is concerned, 
2,500 schools have been rehabilitated. 
New desks and books have been 
brought in, and 32,000 new teachers 
have been trained. School attendance 
is up by 80 percent in Iraq, and in a 
great many of these schools girls are 
there for the first time. Iraq has the 
highest illiteracy rate of any Arab 
country, roughly 77 percent in the fe-
male population, so for the first time 
many of these young women are at-
tending school. 

Power generation continues to be a 
problem, but still we are generating 
more power today than before the war. 
There is still occasional brownouts or 
blackouts, but it is better than it was. 

There are 230,000 police, military in-
dividuals, guards, that have been 
trained. Most of them are employed, 
some are still in training; but we do 
feel that a great deal of progress has 
been made in that respect. 

Of course, everyone knows there has 
been a transfer of power to the Iraqi in-
terim government. These are very, 
very brave people. They are under con-
stant attack and surveillance, and we 
have to hope that they can be some-
what successful. Elections will be 
scheduled this January, and of course 
that will be a tremendous milestone. 
The whole Middle East, I believe, is 

looking at this experiment to see 
whether it can be successful or not, and 
that is why we see so many attacks 
from the insurgents. They absolutely 
do not want to see a democracy suc-
ceed in that part of the world. 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
(Ms. DUNN) and I have formed some-
thing called the Iraqi Women’s Caucus. 
Sounds like kind of a strange thing for 
a former football coach to be involved 
with; but we, in a conversation, came 
to believe that women tend to be a lit-
tle less violent than men, and cur-
rently 60 percent of the population in 
Iraq is female because so many men 
have been killed. So we thought is 
there anything that we can do to help 
the Iraqi women be elected to office, or 
at least a certain percentage of them. 
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So we have brought Iraqi women to 
this country to teach them about de-
mocracy, about how they might be 
elected to public office, and some mini-
mal funding has been given to these or-
ganizations. I have tried to spend time 
and speak to each one individually. 
Some of them are highly educated and 
speak English, some of them I speak 
through an interpreter, but the pre-
vailing sentiment I get is things are 
better now. One lady said, we do not 
understand what all of the uproar is 
about weapons of mass destruction. 
Saddam Hussein was the ultimate 
weapon of mass destruction. 

Many of these women had family 
members who were killed, had seen 
rapes in front of their families, had un-
dergone and seen tremendous atroc-
ities. They feel almost unanimously 
the Iraqi people are relieved and grate-
ful to see Saddam Hussein gone. 

They also say that the future is 
brighter now. They feel definitely 
things are better, and they see some 
light at the end of the tunnel. 

So the major sources of information 
that I have tried to use as I evaluate 
that situation is a little bit of personal 
experience, but mostly what I have 
gleaned from talking to the soldiers 
who have been there and who are there 
and talking to Iraqi citizens who are 
there now, I feel that the picture I have 
gotten is quite different than what we 
get on the nightly news. Certainly not 
all of the news is good, and I do not 
want to hide our head in the sand and 
pretend everything is perfect. There is 
no question that security over there is 
very problematic, and the Iraqi women 
tell us that. The Iraqis we talk to say 
that security is the number one issue 
that they are faced with. But still, a 
tremendous amount has been accom-
plished. 

A Gallup poll done a few months ago 
in Iraq clearly said that 80 to 90 per-
cent of the Iraqis see a brighter future. 
About 80 percent would like to see 
some type of democratic government, a 
parliamentary type of government like 
they see in Europe, or something like 
what we have, and most of them would 
like to see their country no longer 

under a coalition force. But they also 
realize it is too soon; this is something 
that cannot be done at the present 
time. 

As I look at the situation, I feel that 
failure really is not an option, because 
if we were to pull out of Iraq at this 
time, number one, we will have dishon-
ored the nearly 1,000 soldiers who have 
lost their lives. As I have talked to 
their families, as I have mentioned, it 
would be a terrible thing to talk to one 
of those families and say, we are leav-
ing now, and the death of your soldier 
really went for naught. I do not think 
we can afford to do that. They felt 
there was a meaning and a purpose in 
going there, and we have to honor their 
lives by making sure that there is a fa-
vorable outcome. 

Number two, we will condemn thou-
sands of Iraqis to death. Almost any 
Iraqi who has helped the coalition will 
certainly be sentenced to some type of 
very poor future, probably death. There 
is a strong likelihood of a civil war 
breaking out, which would be a blood-
bath, and we promised the Iraqis that 
we would not do that. After the first 
Gulf War, hopefully we learned our les-
son. So we have told them we will stick 
with them and see it through. 

The third thing that would happen if 
we pulled out is this country would be-
come more vulnerable to terrorism, be-
cause any time you show terrorists 
that their methods are successful, it 
only invites more terrorism. It does 
not involve appeasement, it does not 
solve anything, it only escalates the 
problem. We cannot allow them to see 
that terrorism works. 

We have heard a great deal about 
Abu Ghraib and some of the things that 
have not gone well in Iraq, but I would 
like to tell Members, Mr. Speaker, 
about a young man named Troy Jen-
kins and what he did last April. Troy 
Jenkins was one of our soldiers. A 
young Iraqi girl apparently either had 
in her hands or was standing near a 
cluster bomb, and no one knows for 
sure whether she was innocent and did 
not know what she had, and apparently 
Troy Jenkins assumed she did not 
know. He threw himself on that cluster 
bomb and saved that girl’s life and 
probably several of his comrades. We 
do not hear much about Troy Jenkins 
and the soldiers who have been willing 
to risk danger every day to do some of 
the reconstruction projects. 

I think it is well that we remember 
that there have been many acts of her-
oism. Some great things have been ac-
complished. It has not been a univer-
sally successful operation, but still 
more good has occurred than bad. 

The second thing I would like to talk 
about today, Mr. Speaker, which seems 
to be a matter of some controversy, is 
the economy. As with the war in Iraq, 
we find that perception often does not 
match reality. Some characterize the 
economy as being very poor. We hear 
this being discussed all of the time. I 
would like to mention just a few fac-
tors which I think are important to 
consider at this point. 
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Referring to this chart on my left, in-

terest rates currently are the lowest in 
the last 40 years. Of course, low inter-
est rates generally stimulate economic 
growth and investment. Inflation is 
again at historic lows. The Producer 
Price Index is roughly 1.5 percent over 
the last 12 months. There was a time 
not too many years ago when we had 
double-digit inflation. No economy can 
sustain that type of inflation. The in-
flation level now is very low. Produc-
tivity expanded 5 percent over the last 
4 quarters. We think that is the highest 
in the last 20 years. 

In the manufacturing sector, which 
we hear a lot about, employment 
reached a 30-year high in May. So the 
manufacturing sector is recovering, 
and employment is certainly rebound-
ing. 

Housing, homeownership was 68.6 
percent last quarter. That means more 
than two-thirds of Americans now own 
their own home, an all-time high. 
Again, that is an encouraging sign. 

Members may say if all of these 
things are true, what is the problem 
with the economy? There has got to be 
something wrong. The thing that we 
hear most often is the unemployment 
rate. The unemployment rate is out of 
sight, and people simply do not have 
any jobs. So we might again refer to a 
chart here. 

During the decades of the 1970s, for 
that 10-year period, the average unem-
ployment rate was 6.2 percent. During 
the 1980s, average unemployment went 
up to 7.3 percent. During the 1990s, 
which was an exceptionally favorable 
period of economic activity, if we lis-
ten to most people, particularly some 
Members speaking on this floor, the 
unemployment rate was 5.8 percent. 
Today, in 2004, the unemployment rate 
is 5.4 percent, lower than any one of 
those decades. If we average that 30- 
year period from 1970 to 2000, the aver-
age unemployment rate was 6.4 per-
cent. Today it is 5.4 percent. That is 
not perfect. Mr. Speaker, we would like 
to see that down around 4.5 or some-
thing like that, but it is very difficult 
to get there. It certainly is much bet-
ter than it has been historically for the 
last 30 years. I think that is important 
to realize. 

Mr. Speaker, unemployment runs 
roughly 9 to 10 percent in the European 
Union. Many of us feel that the Euro-
pean Union countries are doing well, 
but their unemployment rate is rough-
ly double what we are currently experi-
encing. We added 144,000 new jobs in 
July. So over the last 12 months, we 
have added 1.7 million jobs in this 
economy. Some will say, but since the 
President took office, we are still down 
about 700,000 jobs. We lost about 2.5 
million, we got 1.7 million back, so this 
President is a failure. I do not nec-
essarily think that is true, because we 
had 9/11. We had a recession going on 
when the President took office, and we 
had the corporate scandals. So a lot 
has hit this economy, but it is cer-
tainly going in the right direction. It 
looks like it is recovering. 

In 2003, and this is something that 
very few people have stopped to think 
about or talk about, we had more 
Americans employed at the end of 2003 
than at any time in history. What has 
happened is some of those roughly 2 
million Americans who lost jobs start-
ed to work for themselves. So we had 
more people employed when we went to 
the household survey than ever before. 
So we talk about lost jobs, but many 
people have started their own busi-
nesses and are not destitute or out of 
work. 

Another myth which has been circu-
lating here recently is that all of the 
tax cuts that were passed have not im-
pacted the middle class. Some have 
said that the middle class is now pay-
ing more than before the tax cuts. That 
is absolutely not true. Every segment 
of the tax-paying economy is paying 
less in taxes than before the tax cuts. 
So currently an average middle-class 
family making $35,000 or $40,000, a wife, 
husband and two children, pays today 
$1,948 less in taxes than before the tax 
cuts. If you are making $35,000 or 
$40,000, and you have $2,000 less to pay, 
that is significant, and that is going di-
rectly to the middle class. So whether 
you are talking about the top bracket, 
the middle bracket or the lower brack-
et, if they paid taxes before, they are 
paying less today. So it is important to 
realize that the average American cit-
izen has received a substantial tax cut. 

The most troubling factor, I think, as 
far as the economy is concerned which 
faces this country is well within the 
domain of Congress, and that is high 
energy prices. That is the one thing 
that we continually see affecting jobs, 
the stock market, and the economy in 
general. So I would like to address that 
very quickly because it affects truck-
ing, airlines, agriculture, individuals, 
and yet one of the most discouraging 
things to me is we cannot get an en-
ergy bill passed in this Congress. The 
House has passed an energy bill, we 
have passed the conference report, but 
still it has not passed the other body. 
Until it becomes law, we all have failed 
to some degree. 

I would like to flesh out briefly for 
one second some of the main provisions 
of the energy bill which I think would 
be so important as far as the economy 
is concerned. This is really something 
that lies at the feet of not Republicans 
or Democrats, it is all of us. 

A key part of the energy bill is re-
newable fuel standards which provide 
for solar energy, wind energy, ethanol, 
and biodiesel. These are all ways to 
avoid being so dependent on foreign oil. 
Also, hydrogen fuel cell research and 
development is part of the energy bill, 
and most people feel this is the wave of 
the future. It is environmentally 
friendly and leaves no greenhouse 
gases. So if we want to develop hydro-
gen fuel cells, we need an energy bill 
because this is the stimulus that will 
cause this to happen. 

In Alaska, the natural gas pipeline, 
we have tons of natural gas. We have 

thousands of tons of natural gas in 
Alaska at the present time, and yet we 
are experiencing a tremendous short-
age of natural gas in this country 
today. So it affects fuel prices, it af-
fects heating prices, fertilizers and all 
of the different things which impact 
our economy. If we can build that pipe-
line from Alaska bringing that gas 
down here, our economy is going to re-
cover very quickly. 
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It is going to take a little time, 2, 3, 
4 years; but it needs to be done. Then, 
of course, tax incentives to increase en-
ergy production. This country basi-
cally has not done much in exploration 
for additional oil reserves, energy re-
serves, nuclear power over the last 20, 
30 years because of environmental reg-
ulations. We have to have some incen-
tives to get this thing going again. Our 
refinery capacity has been reduced by 
roughly 30 percent over the last 15, 20 
years. With those reductions, we put 
ourselves in a bind. We are now 60 per-
cent dependent on foreign oil. We can-
not continue to operate that way be-
cause projections have that going from 
60 percent to 70 percent within the next 
few years. The buck stops here. It stops 
with Congress, and the blame game and 
partisanship is inexcusable. It simply 
needs to be done. 

On balance, Mr. Speaker, having said 
all of this, I think it is important to re-
alize that this is the strongest econ-
omy in the world. Regardless of what 
anyone says, it is not perfect; but the 
economy by most measures, by most 
standards, is very strong at the present 
time and appears to be getting strong-
er. 

We have talked a little bit about the 
Middle East, and we have talked about 
the economy. The last topic I would 
like to cover has to do with the third 
significant factor, I think, which will 
bear upon the upcoming elections and 
that has to do with the culture. I was 
privileged to hear British Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair speak in this Chamber 
a year ago. One comment that he made 
made particular sense to me. He said 
this: ‘‘As Britain knows, all predomi-
nant power seems for a time invincible 
but, in fact, it is transitory.’’ What he 
was saying, I believe, is that there is 
sort of an illusion. When you are on 
top, when you are the predominant 
country in the world, the most power-
ful country in the world, it seems like 
that will go on forever. But he says, 
Great Britain has experienced this, and 
we know that this is transitory, that 
all power is eventually transitory. It 
does not last forever. 

I would like to explore that thought 
a little bit tonight because history 
teaches that most of the world’s great 
powers are not overcome by external 
military force but, rather, disassem-
bled from within. Let us examine three 
such instances. First, we might take a 
look at Rome. That is a long time ago, 
about 2,000 years; but it certainly was 
the most dominant civilization. As a 
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matter of fact, it ruled the whole civ-
ilized world at one time about 2,000 
years ago and appeared to be invin-
cible, but eventually it fell from pre-
eminence. 

Some of the incidents that are given 
by historians are a little disturbing. 
They said there was a general decline 
in morality. There was increasing cor-
ruption and instability in the leader-
ship of the Roman Empire. An increas-
ing public addiction to ever-more vio-
lent public spectacles. In the Roman 
Colosseum, as you know, the masses 
had to be entertained, and it got blood-
ier and it got bloodier. Increasing 
crime and prostitution and a general 
population that became more self-ab-
sorbed, apathetic and unwilling to sac-
rifice for the common good. I do not 
know if any of that rings home or not, 
but to me it is a little disturbing when 
you read that list. 

Then, of course, Great Britain, the 
British Empire, dominated the world 
from the late 1600s through much of 
the 1800s, and this is what Tony Blair 
was talking about. That empire even-
tually slowly crumbled. The reasons 
given by historians were that they lost 
the national resolve to maintain their 
territory, which was spread all around 
the world, a great colonial empire, the 
values that led to ascendency eventu-
ally were eroded and the spiritual 
underpinnings shifted in that nation. 

Then Russia more recently, only 20 
years ago, one of two great super-
powers at that time, in a matter of 
months Russia disintegrated before our 
very eyes. Alexander Solzhenitsyn re-
flected on this fall when he observed 
this: ‘‘Over a half century ago, while I 
was still a child, I recall a number of 
older people offer the following expla-
nation for the great disasters that had 
befallen Russia.’’ He said this: ‘‘Men 
have forgotten God. That’s why all of 
this has happened.’’ Marx and Lenin 
had dismantled Russia’s religious her-
itage and their value system and Rus-
sia, even though it continued to do well 
for a number of years, had a broken 
foundation and eventually collapsed 
like a house of cards with nothing to 
sustain it. 

Some of the common themes of these 
three great world powers and their his-
torical collapse would be the following: 
citizens are less willing to sacrifice for 
others and for their country, citizens 
become more self-absorbed, a greater 
desire for the state to provide for their 
welfare, less personal responsibility, a 
weakening of commonly held values, 
and a decline of spiritual commitment. 

What does all of this have to do with 
the United States and our present situ-
ation, Mr. Speaker? We certainly have 
the most powerful military. We have 
the strongest economy and the most 
stable government of any nation in the 
world today. And so it is easy to think 
that we are truly invincible. However, 
as Tony Blair stated, ‘‘As Britain 
knows, all predominant power for a 
time seems invincible but, in fact, it is 
transitory.’’ 

Is there reason for concern? Is there 
any reason to think that maybe we 
ought to pay attention to the current 
situation? I would say that there are 
some things over my previous 36 years 
spent in coaching and working with 
young people that have given me 
pause. I would like to mention some of 
these trends that I find disturbing. The 
young men that I worked with from 
roughly 1962 through 1997 were more 
talented each year. Yet they showed 
more signs of distress, more personal 
struggles. We spent more time with 
them off the field than we used to, and 
with some players off the field was 
really more intensive than on the field. 
There was less moral clarity as time 
passed and just generally a higher level 
of troubled young people. 

This chart that I am going to show 
you reflects some of the dysfunction 
that we have seen and an alarming 
trend. From 1960, the number of juve-
nile court delinquency cases increased 
by between 400 and 500 percent, just a 
steady upward trend, until the late 
1990s. Several factors, I believe, con-
tributed to these changes. First of all, 
family stability has eroded consider-
ably. In 1960, the out-of-wedlock birth-
rate, Mr. Speaker, was 5 percent, one 
out of every 20 young people born. 
Today, the out-of-wedlock birthrate is 
33 percent, one out of three. And so 
one-third of the young people coming 
into our population have two strikes 
against them. Some of them somehow 
or another adapt, weave their way 
through, make it okay; but it is much 
more difficult. 

In 1960, the great majority of chil-
dren lived with both biological parents. 
Today nearly 60 percent of our young 
people will spend at least part of their 
youth without both biological parents. 
So at least half, and maybe more than 
half, of our young people have suffered 
some major trauma in their family life. 
Only 7 percent of today’s families are 
traditional families. I use quotation 
marks around the word ‘‘traditional’’ 
because only 7 percent today are tradi-
tional. A traditional family would be 
where one parent, primarily the father 
usually, works full-time and one par-
ent, usually the mother, but not al-
ways, would be home with the children. 
And so when the children come home 
from school at 3 o’clock, generally no-
body is home and so the hours from 3 
to 6 are the most dangerous and the 
most troubled hours of the day for our 
young people in our culture at this par-
ticular time. Parents spend 40 percent 
less time with children than they did a 
generation ago. The divorce rate has 
increased 300 percent since 1960. This is 
a big one, Mr. Speaker. Twenty-four 
million children today live without 
their real father. 

Fatherless children, according to re-
search, show the following tendencies: 
number one, they are more likely to be 
abused, girls or boys. They are more 
likely to have mental and emotional 
problems. They are more likely to 
abuse drugs and alcohol. More likely to 

commit suicide, commit a crime, or be 
promiscuous. The foundation of our 
culture, the family, is under assault. 
The family is the basic social unit. 
Some are surprised when there is con-
cern about how marriage is defined. 
Many people say this is bigotry, this is 
religious fundamentalism, this is nar-
row mindedness. 

The concern that I have and I think 
a great many people have is not 
against anybody. The concern is for 
children, because it takes a mother and 
a father to create a child. According to 
nearly all of the research I have seen, 
and there is a lot of it, to have an ade-
quate family and to have a healthy 
child, the best chance you have is to 
have a father contribute to the rearing 
of that child and a mother contribute 
to the rearing of that child. It takes 
both, each one, a male and a female, to 
contribute something to the stability 
and the education of that child. We feel 
that it is important that we think this 
through, because some countries have 
redefined marriage. As they have done 
so, we have seen less traditional mar-
riage, we have seen more children born 
out of wedlock and more children liv-
ing in dysfunctional situations. If you 
want to preserve the culture, if you 
want a strong country, you absolutely 
must have strong families. You must 
have children who grow up in a healthy 
way. 

Mr. Speaker, that is one reason why 
many of us have some concern about 
this particular issue. The family struc-
ture, the launching pad, is certainly 
not as stable as it once was. There are 
some discouraging signs. The difficult 
thing now is that we are taking those 
young people from that launching pad 
and we are releasing them into an envi-
ronment that is much less friendly 
than it was 30, 40, 50 years ago. 

In 1960, when I first started coaching, 
working with young people, drug abuse 
was almost unheard of. Today, of 
course, drug abuse is of almost epi-
demic proportion. Even in rural areas, 
an area I represent, 
methamphetamines, which are tremen-
dously destructive, are very common. 
Another type of drug which ofttimes 
flies under the radar screen is that of 
alcohol abuse involving underage 
drinkers. A National Academy of 
Science study shows that alcohol kills 
61⁄2 times more kids than all other 
drugs combined. And so we are scared 
to death of cocaine and ecstasy and 
methamphetamine, and we should be; 
but when all is said and done, roughly 
61⁄2 times more children die from alco-
hol abuse than all the other drugs put 
together. 

Alcohol underage drinking costs the 
U.S. $53 billion annually, roughly 21⁄2 
times what we spent to rebuild Iraq. 
We have 3 million teenage alcoholics. 
As I said, by far the biggest drug prob-
lem, and one of the major concerns is 
that children are starting to drink at 
younger and younger ages. The average 
young person today takes their first 
drink of alcohol at age 12. 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 04:51 Sep 08, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07SE7.072 H07PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6743 September 7, 2004 
Unfortunately, underage drinkers 

tend to binge drink. They drink on av-
erage, at an average sitting, twice as 
much as an adult; and, of course, alco-
holism is achievable much more quick-
ly under those circumstances. Alcohol 
and the drug issue is a big issue. 

In addition, we have the most violent 
Nation in the world for young people, 
the highest homicide rate, the highest 
suicide rate, and the second-place 
country is not even close. Pornography 
has exploded. There are over 1 million 
porn sites on the Internet. According 
to the London School of Economics, 
nine out of 10 children ages 9 to 16 have 
viewed pornography on the Internet 
and mostly unintentionally. Corpora-
tions such as AT&T have in the past 
been involved in the hard-core pornog-
raphy business. Some of our more re-
spectable businesses, and I say respect-
able in quotes, have gotten into this 
business. 

Many of us are somewhat dismayed 
by the way the FCC is regulating ob-
scenity on the Nation’s airwaves. I 
would have to say they are doing bet-
ter. They have made some attempts to 
see things differently since the Super 
Bowl; but it took that, the Super Bowl 
half-time show, to get their attention. 
Video games, of course, are very vio-
lent. Some of them are very antisocial 
and of course much music, some tele-
vision, many movies are graphic. The 
content of some of these media pro-
grams simply could not have been pre-
sented to the public 30 years ago. 

I have grandchildren ages 5 to 12, and 
I guess anyone who has young children 
or grandchildren is concerned about 
this. The family is less stable, the envi-
ronment is more threatening, and our 
value system has shifted. Stephen 
Covey in his book, ‘‘Seven Habits of 
Highly Successful People,’’ reviewed 
all of the literature that had to do with 
success during the history of our Na-
tion. He came up with something that 
was rather interesting. He said during 
that first 150 years of our Nation’s ex-
istence, all of the research and all of 
the articles that he could find, nearly 
all of them, defined success in terms of 
character traits. A successful person 
was honest, a successful person was 
hardworking, faithful, loyal, compas-
sionate and so on. 

Then he said about 50, 60 years ago, 
things began to shift. What he noted 
was that success was no longer defined 
in terms of character. 
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Success had to do with material posi-
tions, how much money one had, how 
much power one had, how much pres-
tige or celebrity one had. So it is very 
possible under this current definition 
to be labeled a success and really not 
be a very good person, not be a very 
sound person. 

So character apparently today has 
very little to do with whether a person 
is called successful or not. And, of 
course, we have seen a discouraging 
lack of integrity in the business world: 

Enron, WorldCom, Global Crossing. We 
have seen some of it in the press, some 
of it in athletics, some of it in the 
church, some of it in politics in the 
last few years. So the value system has 
shifted. 

Philosophically, the predominant 
world view that we see today in our 
culture is something called 
postmodernism, and it is especially 
prevalent on college campuses. And 
what postmodernism says is that there 
are no moral absolutes; everything is 
relative. So in the right circumstance, 
theft is okay; incest is certainly under-
standable, excusable; murder, adultery, 
treason. There are no moral absolutes. 
One’s truth is one’s truth. My truth is 
my truth. And there are no standards 
to which we can hang our moral com-
pass. 

So in view of the family breakdown, 
the decline of the culture, and shifting 
values, this is an extremely difficult 
time to be a young person, perhaps the 
most difficult time in our history, and 
we are asking them to weave their way 
through a minefield littered with alco-
hol and drug abuse, harmful video 
games, music, TV, movies, promis-
cuity, gangs, violent behavior, and bro-
ken homes. And I think it is important 
that we pay attention to this because 
this has to do with the strength of our 
culture. So this is one reason, I believe, 
why the President has seen a real need 
for mentoring, because in the absence 
of caring adults in the lives of young 
people, mentoring seems to be about 
the next best thing that we can do. 

So a mentor is someone who cares 
unconditionally. A mentor is one who 
affirms, who says, ‘‘I believe in you, I 
know you can do this,’’ and everyone at 
some point needs affirmation. And a 
mentor is one who provides guidance, 
who tells someone that they have this 
talent, and they can see them going to 
a community college, that they can see 
them developing their artistic ability 
or their athletic talent or their music 
or whatever. Everyone needs somebody 
who sees something in them. So we 
need to pay close attention, as no cul-
ture is more than one generation away 
from dissolution. 

Two hundred years ago, de Toqueville 
made an astute observation, and this is 
what he said: He said, ‘‘America is 
great because America is good,’’ and he 
was referring to the large number of 
churches and civic clubs and youth 
groups and individuals reaching out to 
help those who were less fortunate 
when he said this. And he was referring 
to the inherent decency of the Amer-
ican people. He was referring to the 
basic ethic, ‘‘Do unto others as you 
would have them do unto you.’’ And de 
Toqueville wrote 200 years ago, as I 
said, and I guess the question we have 
to ask is, are his observations true 
today? Some are; however, there are 
certainly disturbing signs of change. 

I will conclude today, Mr. Speaker, 
by discussing a couple of concerns that 
I have with the courts, and I think, as 
I go through this, I would like people 

and the Speaker to consider, as the 
election approaches, what candidates, 
what people would be most likely to 
address some of the dysfunction that 
we have discussed here, some of the 
concerns that we have about our cul-
ture, and some of the things that our 
young people are enduring. 

In regard to the first amendment, we 
have found that there are some court 
decisions that at least some, including 
myself, would question. 

In 1996 Congress passed the Commu-
nications Decency Act, that was the 
overwhelming majority of people in 
this body, that made it illegal to send 
indecent material to children via the 
Internet. But in June 1997, the Supreme 
Court overturned portions of the law. 
They said this: ‘‘Indecent material is 
protected by the first amendment.’’ So 
indecent material is protected. 

In 1996, the Child Pornography Pre-
vention Act outlawed child pornog-
raphy, including visual depictions that 
appear to be of a minor. In other words, 
this was simulated, computer-gen-
erated child pornography. In April 2002, 
the Supreme Court declared this law 
unconstitutional and overturned the 
law. 

In October 1998, the Children Online 
Protection Act was passed by Congress, 
signed into law, and it prohibits the 
communication of harmful material to 
children on publicly accessible Web 
sites. The Supreme Court refused to 
rule on the 1998 law, and it prevented it 
from being enacted. 

The 106th Congress passed the Chil-
dren’s Internet Protection Act, which 
requires schools and libraries that re-
ceive Federal funds to use Internet fil-
tering to protect minors from harmful 
material on the Internet. In May 2002, 
a Federal court declared the law un-
constitutional. 

So free speech, indecent speech is 
protected, while many of our women 
and children are being attacked, be-
cause 80 to 90 percent of pedophiles and 
rapists use pornography on a regular 
basis. 

So the argument is what people see 
and what they hear really does not 
harm anybody. This is just something 
that is out there in space. And if that 
is true, then why do we spend each year 
as a Nation billions of dollars on adver-
tising? The reason is obviously that 
what people see and what they hear 
and what they read does affect behav-
ior. It has a great impact on behavior. 
So there is some concern about these 
issues. 

Another first amendment issue that 
is a major concern is the issue of sepa-
ration of church and state. Many peo-
ple assume that that is in the Constitu-
tion, separation of church and state, 
but actually what the Constitution 
says in the first amendment is this: 
‘‘Congress shall make no law respect-
ing an establishment of religion or pro-
hibiting the free exercise thereof.’’ So 
the establishment clause simply says 
that Congress, this body, cannot create 
a state religion and cannot prevent 
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somebody from practicing a religion. 
That is what it says. So we have taken 
that and run with it. 

So in 1962, the Supreme Court ruled 
the following prayer as being unconsti-
tutional, and this is what the prayer 
said: ‘‘Almighty God, we acknowledge 
our dependence on Thee, and we beg 
Thy blessings upon us, our teachers 
and our country.’’ I do not want any-
one to believe that I am saying that a 
teacher ought to get on a PA system, 
or the superintendent, or a teacher 
ought to get up in class and proselytize 
or try to promote a particular religious 
agenda. I do not believe that at all. But 
it seems to me that many of the rul-
ings that we have had have taken us 
far afield from what the Founding Fa-
thers originally espoused. 

Benjamin Franklin said this: ‘‘We 
have been assured, Sir, in the Sacred 
Writings that except the Lord build the 
house, they labor in vain that build it. 
I firmly believe this. I also believe that 
without His concurring aid, we shall 
succeed in the political building no 
better than the builders of Babel; we 
shall be divided by our little, partial 
local interests; our projects will be 
confounded; and we ourselves shall be-
come a reproach and a byword down to 
future ages.’’ 

And he goes on to say this: ‘‘I there-
fore beg leave to move that, hence-
forth, prayers imploring the assistance 
of Heaven and its blessing on our delib-
eration be held in this assembly every 
morning before we proceed to busi-
ness.’’ So that is the inception of why 
we have a prayer on the House floor 
and in the Senate every day before we 
begin business. And obviously Ben 
Franklin was one of the Framers of the 
Constitution, and yet he did not seem 
to see that prayer was to be abolished. 

George Washington said this: ‘‘The 
propitious,’’ or favorable, ‘‘smiles of 
Heaven can never be expected on a Na-
tion that disregards the eternal rules 
of order and right which Heaven itself 
has ordained.’’ So when he talks about 
eternal rules of order and right which 
Heaven has ordained, obviously he is 
talking about some immutable prin-
ciples. He is talking about some values 
which do not shift with the sands and 
the whims of individuals. So he obvi-
ously would not agree with 
postmodernism. 

David Barton, the historian, says 
this: ‘‘Franklin had warned that ‘for-
getting God’ and imagining that we no 
longer needed his ‘concurring aid’ 
would result in internal disputes, the 
decay of the Nation’s prestige and rep-
utation, and a diminished national suc-
cess. Washington had warned that if re-
ligious principles were excluded, the 
Nation’s morality and political pros-
perity would suffer. Yet, despite such 
clear words, in cases beginning in 1962, 
the Supreme Court offered rulings 
which eventually divorced the Nation, 
its schools, and its public affairs for 
more than three centuries of heritage. 
America is now learning experientially 
what both Washington and Franklin 

knew to be true; we are suffering in 
very areas they predicted.’’ 

So in referring to the establishment 
clause, I would like to just make a cou-
ple of observations: In 1992, that the 
Supreme Court ruled that an invoca-
tion and benediction at a graduation 
ceremony in a high school was uncon-
stitutional. The Court held that a 
minute of silence in a school was un-
constitutional. In a minute of silence, 
somebody might look out the window, 
somebody might think about their his-
tory test, somebody might say a pray-
er, but certainly this was not infring-
ing, I would not think, on anyone’s re-
ligious principles. In a student-led 
prayer at a football game, the students 
had voted that they wanted a prayer 
before the football game, a student 
would lead the prayer, and the Su-
preme Court said that is not constitu-
tional. 

So the thing that has happened is 
that we have seen some jurists who 
seem to have taken what I would say 
great liberty with the Constitution. So 
the Constitution is increasingly inter-
preted as a ‘‘living document,’’ in 
quotes. So the Constitution is not in-
terpreted as it was written, but rather 
as Justices believe it should be written 
and as it has become. So this ‘‘living 
document’’ hypothesis has changed 
things dramatically. 

The makeup of the courts and the 
will of Congress will greatly influence 
whether we continue to drift further 
from our spiritual heritage or draw 
close to those values upon which our 
Nation was founded. I believe that No-
vember’s elections will directly influ-
ence not only the makeup of the Con-
gress, but also ultimately the nature of 
the courts, and this is something I 
think we need to pay close attention 
to. 

So there is no question that we are 
engaged in a cultural and spiritual 
struggle of huge proportion. Much is at 
stake. I can only hope that the prin-
ciples upon which this Nation were 
founded remain preeminent. 

f 

THE STATE OF OUR ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KING of Iowa). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PALLONE) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened attentively to my Republican 
colleague’s remarks, and I do have a 
great deal of respect for the gentleman, 
but I have to take issue, I should say, 
with some of the comments he made. 

First of all, as much as he discussed 
about how the situation has improved 
in Iraq, and I am not sure that that is 
the case, but he did talk about how the 
U.S. has spent so much money on Iraq, 
in reconstruction in Iraq, and hos-
pitals, schools, other activities, the 
bottom line is that much of that 
money I think would have been better 
spent here. 

When I was home during the district 
work period, I think most people know 
that the Congress was in recess from 
the end of July during the time of the 
Democratic convention until last week 
during the Republican convention, and 
I heard constantly in my district office 
at the forums that I held, at the open 
houses at my offices, about the prob-
lems that Americans were facing, peo-
ple who had lost their jobs, people who 
had tried to find another job and found 
another job that paid less or did not 
provide the same benefits, people who 
had lost their health insurance; and I 
really do not believe that the situation 
the gentleman described about the 
economy is at all rosy. 

The economy is not doing well. The 
average person is really feeling 
squeezed because what is happening is 
they work harder, and, as the gen-
tleman mentioned, productivity is up, 
but wages are not keeping up with it, 
and Americans find themselves work-
ing harder, earning less money, and 
facing increased costs for gas, schools 
to send their kids to college, and 
health insurance. 

b 2200 

They are really not very optimistic 
about the future of the economy, be-
cause the situation seems to be getting 
worse over the last 4 years. 

So this evening I wanted to really 
pose, and I see some of my colleagues 
are here, so I would like to start with 
some of them, but I would really like 
to pose the question about whether or 
not over the last 4 years Americans’ 
lives have improved or gotten worse. I 
think for most people, the answer is 
definitely that they have gotten worse. 

When you ask people are they better 
off today than they were 4 years ago 
when President Bush began his Presi-
dency, the answer is no, they are not 
better off. I realize that my Republican 
colleagues spend a lot of time talking 
about how the situation has improved 
in Iraq; but, frankly, I think in many 
ways the money that has been spent in 
Iraq for reconstruction, for sewers, for 
hospitals, for education, has been spent 
at the expense of what could be done 
here, because as we know, many Amer-
icans really face increased costs and 
the inability to access health insur-
ance, the inability to send their kids to 
the college of their choice, the inabil-
ity in many cases even to be able to 
find an apartment or to pay for the gas 
so they can go to work. 

I know that I do not want to always 
be pessimistic, I like to think optimis-
tically, but the picture that the Repub-
licans paint and the picture painted at 
the Republican convention last week 
about a rosy America and things get-
ting better and jobs being more avail-
able, these things just simply are not 
true. The economy is not doing well. 
The job situation is not good. Most im-
portantly, Americans feel increasingly 
that they work harder and that they 
have to pay more and that they get 
less. 
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